





























Appendix

1A. (MNMUTCD 2B.4) YIELD or STOP signs should be used at an intersection if one or more of the following
conditions exist:
A. An intersection of a less important road with a main road where application of the normal right-of-way
rule would not be expected to provide reasonable compliance with the law;
B. A street entering a designated through highway or street; and/or
C. An un-signalized intersection in a signalized area.

In addition, the use of YIELD or STOP signs should be considered at the intersection of two minor streets or
local roads where the intersection has more than three approaches and where one or more of the
following conditions exist:

A. The combined vehicular, bicycle, and pedestrian volume entering the intersection from all approaches
averages more the 2,000 units per day;

B. The ability to see conflicting traffic on an approach is not sufficient to allow a road user to stop or yield
in compliance with the normal right-of-way rule if such stopping or yielding is necessary; and/or

C. Crash records indicate that five or more crashes that involve the failure to yield the right-of-way rule
have been reported within a 3-year period, or that three or more such crashes have been reported
within a 2-year period.

YIELD or STOP signs should not be used for speed control.

1B. (MNMUTCD 2B.7) Multi-Way STOP
The following criteria should be considered in the engineering study for a multi-way STOP sign installation:
A. Where traffic control signals are justified, the multi-way stop is an interim measure that can be
installed quickly to control traffic while arrangements are being made for the installation of the traffic
control signal.
B. Five or more reported crashes in a 12-month period that are susceptible to correction by a multi-way
stop installation. Such crashes include right-turn and left-turn collisions as well as right-angle collisions.
C. Minimum volumes:
1. The vehicular volume entering the intersection from the major street approaches (total of both
approaches) averages at least 300 vehicles per hour for any 8 hours of an average day; and
2. The combined vehicular, pedestrian, and bicycle volume entering the intersection from the minor
street approaches (total of both approaches) averages at least 200 units per hour for the same 8
hours, with an average delay to minor-street vehicular traffic of at least 30 seconds per vehicle during
the highest hour; but
3. If the 85™-percentile approach speed of the major-street traffic exceeds 40 mph, the minimum
vehicular volume warrants are 70 percent of the values provided in Items 1 and 2.
D. Where no single criterion is satisfied, but where Criteria B, C.1, and C.2 are all satisfied to 80 percent of
the minimum values. Criterion C.3 is excluded from this condition.
Other criteria that may be considered in an engineering study include:
A. The need to control left-turn conflicts;
B. The need to control vehicle/pedestrian conflicts near locations that generate high pedestrian volumes;
C. Locations where a road user, after stopping, cannot see conflicting traffic and is not able to negotiate
the intersection unless conflicting cross traffic is also required to stop; and
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2A.

D.

An intersection of two residential neighborhood collector (through) streets of similar design and
operating characteristics where multi-way stop control would improve traffic operational characteristics

of the intersection.

Marked Pedestrian Crosswalks

A.

Marked crosswalks are placed at locations that are unusually hazardous or at locations not readily
apparent as having pedestrian movement.
Marked crosswalks will only be placed in an area that has in excess of 20 pedestrians crossing for a
minimum of two hours during any eight hour period.
Marking for crosswalks will be established by measuring the “Vehicle Gap Time”. This is the total
number of gaps between vehicular traffic recorded during the average five minute period in the peak
hour. Criteria for markings are:

1. More than five gaps — Pavement marking and signage only.

2. Four to five gaps — add activated pedestal mounted flasher

3. Lessthan three gaps —add activated overhead mounted flasher.

. Crosswalks will not be placed on arterial roads or roads with a speed limit greater than 30 mph unless in

conjunction with signalization.

Other conditions that warrant crosswalks:
1. Routes to schools
Locations adjacent to libraries, community centers, and other high use public facilities.
Locations adjacent to public parks.
Locations where significant numbers of handicapped persons cross a street.
Locations where significant numbers of senior citizens cross a street.

vk W

Crosswalks will only be placed at intersections.
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DRAFT ETC Minutes of January 16, 2014

Member Bass said the plan’s recommendations were categorized by short, mid or long-term plans and
implementation would be done by the City or District or jointly.

Finally, she said the plan would be presented to other committees for review and input and adoption by City Council
and the School Board; establish a working group to help with implementation; and monitor funding sources.

Discussion

Member lyer recommended a sidewalk on W. 66" St. west of TH-100 (on the steep hill); establish drop-off locations
that students can walk from; create an efficient pedestrian connection from the Cornelia Neighborhood to South
View and Concord which would include a pedestrian bridge over TH-62 that accommodates bikes (existing bridge is
not bike friendly); consider higher fines when drivers park on street during the winter and snowplows are not able
plow properly; and reduce the number of garbage trucks on the streets when students are walking.

Member Boettge said she did not recall receiving a parent survey and asked how the survey was distributed.
Member Bass could not recall all the avenues that were used but some included the District’s In The Know
newsletter, Edina Patch and other means that individual principals used. Member Boettge asked if more surveys are
planned and member Bass said not a parent survey but student surveys are included in the plan.

Member Janovy asked if the ETC would like to make a recommendation to forward the report to the City Council for
adoption. Member lyer said he would like his suggestions addressed before forwarding the report to the City Council
and he asked if there was an opportunity for more people to be involved. Member Bass said she would forward his
suggestions to the consultant for inclusion and that he could participate in the working group. The consensus was to
include member lyer’s suggestions and bring the plan back next month for a final review.

Traffic Safety Committee Report of January 2, 2014

Section Al. Another issue in this area said chair Nelson are the two left turn lanes under the TH-100 bridge — one
turning north to TH-100 (north left turn lane} and the other presumably to the frontage road (south left turn lane).
He asked if there could be better signage because if you're in the south left turn lane trying to go onto TH-100 it is
difficult and traffic often backs up to Rabun Drive because of the turn lanes. Transportation planner Nolan will look
into this (member Janovy noted that this area has been looked at in the past).

Section B1. Member Janovy asked for clarification on what the request was and transportation planner Nolan said it
was for additional (unspecified) signage; however, the area is already signed and staff did not think advanced
warning sign would be effective. Member Janovy said limiting parking near the crosswalks was raised in the past and
she suggested checking to see how far back from a crosswalk parking is allowed and extending that even further
back to allow for pedestrian visibility.

Section C2. Transportation planner Nolan said Hennepin County has offered to install a rapid flashing beacon and an
enhanced crosswalk in 2014 and he is checking to see if they would consider straightening out the crosswalk and
adding a pedestrian refuge.

In the appendix, member Janovy suggested identifying marked pedestrian crosswalk as City of Edina policy to make it
clear what is controlled by the City.

Motion was made by member Janovy and seconded by member Bass to forward the January 2 Traffic Safety
Report to City Council. All voted aye. Motion carried.
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